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almost completely. None of the Social-Democrats in Russia now preach these erroneous1 non-Marxian views. The Vpe-rt/od-ites (including Alexinsky and others) have begun to work in Pravda alongside the pro-Party Mensheviks.
The other deviation indicated in the decision of the Party is precisely Liquidatorism. This is obvious from the reference to the "renunciation" of the "underground" and to the "belittling" of its role and importance. Finally, we have a very precise document, published three years ago and refuted by no one, a document emanating from all the "national" Marxists and from Trotsky (better witnesses than whom the Liquidators could not produce): this document states directly that "in essence it would be desirable to call the tendency indicated in the resolution Liquidator-ism, which it is necessary' to combat...."
Thus, the fundamental, the most important fact that must be known by everyone who wants to understand what the present controversy is aibout is that: three and a half years ago Hhe Party unanimously recognized Liquidatorism to be a "dangerous" deviation from Marxism, a deviation which it is necessary to combat, which expresses "bourgeois influence over the proletariat."
The interests of the bourgeoisie, which is biassed agairist democracy and which is, generally speaking, counterrevolutionary, demand the liquidation, dissolution of the old party of the proletariat. The bourgeoisie is doing everything to disseminate and foster all ideasi directed towards the liquidation of the party of the working class. The bourgeoisie is striving to sow -the seeds of renunciation of the old tasks, in order to "curtail" them, to cut and lop them off, to emasculate .1|hem> to substitute con'Crliation or an agreement with the Purishkeviches and Co. for the determined destruction of the foundations of their power.
Liquldatorism is, in fact, the introduction of those bourgeois ideas of renunciation and renegacy among the proletariat.